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NATO LEADERS IN BRUSSELS VIEW CENEVA SIMMIT 





AU211931 Paris AFP in English 1919 GY¥T 21 Now 85 
[By Sinan Fisek!] 


[Excerpts] Brussels, Nov 21 (AFP) -- Leaders of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
today heaped praise on U.S. President Ronald Reagan for his handling of the superpevwer 
summit in Ceneva, which they hailed as a major development in East-West celations. 
After briefing heads of government of the Western alliance, an obviously contented 

Mr Reagan commented to newsmen: “You*re never completely satisfied with voursel!, but 
everybody seemec happy.” 


West German Chancellor Helmut Kohl said his government was “very pleased” with the 
results of Geneva, which “reflect all German expectations.” His Foreign Minister 
Hans-Dietrich Censcher said the U.S. leader had never received as much support as he 
did today from NATO countries, including those, he said, who had not sent their heads 
of government to the meeting -- France, Spain and Creece. 


British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher, who had reacted only with a cautious “walt 
and see” before the meeting, said afterwards that the talks between “Mr Reagan and 
Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev provided “a basis for contidence in the future”. “The 
whole alliance is fully supportive of Mr Reagan's initiative,” she said. “We are tul! 
of congratulations and fully supportive of his efforts.” 


Italian Premier Bettino Craxi said there was "a general feeling on satisfaction” over 
Mr Reagan's account of the Ceneva summit, and he praised the U.S. leader's “balanced 
attitude” in Geneva which, he said, “reopens an era of confidence”. 


Lord Carrington, the NATO secreiary general, commented in a statemen_- that President 
Reagan was left in no doubt of his colleagues’ appreciation of his visit here”, saying: 
“Geneva is not the end of a process, but, we hope, the beginning of a new and more 
constructive stage.” 


Participants in today's special session of the North Atlantic council said the three 
main issues raised in Geneva had been arms control, regional conflicts and human rights. 
There seemed to be little immediate headway in disarmament, mainly because of Mr Reagan's 
insistence on pursuing research into space-based weapons, one participant said, and 

Mr Gorbachev only “noted” Mr Reagan's observations on human rights. 


These, according to Premier Turgut Ozal of Turkey, centered on religious treedom and 
emigration rights. But Mr Ozal, summing up the general feeling here, said he considered 
it “a positive step” that the two leaders had found ways “to set up mechanisms a! lowin; 
the pursuit of dialogue” on regional conflicts, including Afghanistan, the Middle East 
and Central America. 


On the Strategic Defense Initiative [SDI], “rReagan explained to Mr Gorbachev, accordins 
to Mr Craxi, that he saw the so-called “star wars” program as “the idea of the century”, 
and that once the shield had been set up, “no one will seek superiority over the other. — 


Premier Ruud Lubbers of the Netherlands added that the U.S. President saw SDI as 
"4s technological means to break the deadlock” in the disarmament negotiations betweer 


the two superpowers. 








[By Brussels staff reporter Geoff Meade! 


[Text] Mrs Thatcher tonight welcomed the outcome of the Ceneva summit as "a basis for 
confidence in the future.” 


The whole NATO Alliance was full of congratulation and support for the efforts made 
by President Reagan, she said. 


Mrs Thatcher, speaking as she left NATO headquarters in Brussels after a briefing by 
the U.S. Presideat -- on his way home to Wachington, was asked if “star wars” was now 
the gwain stumbling block towards full agreement between the two super powers. She 
replied: “I would not call ‘star wars’ an obstacle. There is a difference of opinion 
and that must be talked through.” She said it would be very surprising if attempts 
were not made to try to find a defence to “the world’s most terrible weapon”. “There 
has been a new defence to every terrible weapon in history.” 


Mrs Thatcher emphasised that President Reagan had been given an “excellent” response 

by the NATO allies. “There is obviously a basis for confidence in the future. We were 
very pleased,” she said. She praised the President's efforts to keep the allies in 
touch with developments, both before and after the summit. “The whole of the Western 
alliance gave very warm support. We are all full of congratulations and appreciation of 
the measure of effort which the President himself made.” 


Asked about her hopes now for East-West Mrs Thatcher replied: “Improvement, improvement.” 


The President himself said as he left for the airport that he had been reporting “on 
the doings at Geneva.” His report had been -ery well received, he said. 


Mrs Thatcher and Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe also left for the airport, under 
tight security, to return to London. 


In Londun, shadow defence secretary Mr Denzil Davies said the summit had turned cut 
“better than many people thought", but had not solved any of the basic problems of arms 
control. It might give some impetus to the Geneva arms control talks, he said, but 
added: “The issues there remain -- will the Americans and the Russians agree on a 


40 percent reduction in existing arms and will they agree to stop ‘star wars'?" 


Kohl Interview 
DW220916 Munich ARD Television Network in German 1915 GMT 21 Nov 85 


[Interview with Chancellor Helmut Kohl by correspondent Ernst Dieter Lueg in Brussels on 
21 November, in the unscheduled “Brennpunkt" program -- recorded] 


[Text] [Lueg]) What, Mr Chancellor, has come out of Geneva for us, the Germans, after 
this summit regarding the reduction of the intermediate-range missiles in the heart of 
turope? 


‘fohl] Mr Lueg, I believe it is most important that Geneva has resulted in the fact 

thet the two world powers have overcome their state of not talking. After all, 10 
years, many years at any rate, have passed since such a talk took place. The climate 
constantly worsened in the controversy. Now they are talking again in a reasonable tone, 
and the mext meeting is envisaged for next year. They have issued certain instructions 
to their aides for the negotiations in Vienna and in Geneva. All these matters aifect 
us directly, including the issue of the intermediate-range missiles you mentioned. 
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But you can best judge the road we covered in the past 2 years if we look at this past 
together: 2 years ago the FRC saw large-scale mass demonstrations against the deploy- 
ment of U.S. intermediate-range weapons. People said that a new ice age will begin, 
that relations between the Germans in the two states in Germany will develop very 
badly. None of that came true. We are essentially closer today to the idea and the 
deed of detente aid disarmament. The climate is important, and now they will tackle 
the details. In that respect important tendencies have become evident, for instance 
the ban on chemical weapons, an important demand of the Cermans. 


[lueg} Can we actively participate in such negotiations on details? And if so, in 
what form? 


[Kohl] Yes, we participate directly and indirectly, directly through our representatives, 
and indirectly through the exertion of influence on our U.S. friends and partner. The 
preparation for this Geneva summit had been unusually intensive. You know that for 

years and I repeatedly recommended and demanded this dialogue and meeting. For me this 
day is one of great personal satisfaction, because the line of reason and of insisting 

on clear principles proved to be correct. 


[Lueg] What can Geneva mean for relations between the two German states’? Is the oft- 
envisaged Honecker visit now closer? Will there be some greater relaxation of tensions 
between the German states’? What is your assessment? 


[Kohl] These are two questions. First, concerning this visit: I refuse to participate 
in these speculations, Mr Lueg, and besides I consider thes rather absurd, to go by 
what I read and hear occasionally. I have invited General Secretary Honecker for a 
working visit. He has accepted, so it is up to him now to state s date. We will then 
come to terms on it, and I assume that after the talks in Geneva this visit will take 
place in the very foreseeable future. Then we will reasonably discuss what lends 

itself to settlement. There are a number of questions between the two German states, 
between the GDR leadership and us, which in my view can be discussed but which definitely 
do not lend themselves to resolution, for instance no recognition of GDR citizenship can 
be had from me. This is a very central point. But in the practical questions 
essentials can be settled. What I have in mind is environmental protection, traffic, 
and our historical mandate to open, in the era of our partition, the chance for as many 
Germans as possible to get together. This is a highly important point which we must 
discuss. 


iLueg] Mr Chancellor, is there, after Geneva, any new aspect to German participation 
in the U.S. missile program in space, in SDI? 


[Kohl] You are aware of my position. Especially after Geneva I consider this U.S. 
program justified, and morally justified of course. I have always supported it along 
these lines. I have always said that we will not invest any taxpayer money in the 
project. This is not up to us. We neither want nor have any option to prevent German 
companies from cooperating ia research projects when invited. In keeping with discus- 
sions in the coalition we will calmly decide in the next few weeks or what state frame- 
work will be ret up, if any. Just as a number of other important issues, this will be 
decided before Christmas in the best of harmony. I promised that months ago, and | 
intend to keep this promise. 








[Lueg] Mrf/Chancellor, thank you very much. 
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Kohl. Lenscher Brief Press 
DW220756 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 2310 GMT 21 Now 85 


.“Excerpt™ from the press briefing by Chancellor Helmut Koh! and Foreign Minist 
Hans-Dietrich Gerscher on 21 November in Brussels after the consultations with 
President Reagan -- recorded! 


Text] [Kohl] It is my impression from manifold findings and pieces of informati 
that Ceneral Secretary Gorbachev has realized that this was a chance to talk wit 
this President and that he could not bide his time until later. and somethin: 
well emerge from that. 


enscher|] If I may add something here: Having heard the statements [of the allix 
around the table. I would like to repeat something, perhaps vith more emphasis tha 
was expressed on 15 October by the foreign ministers: Seldom before, if at all. 
have I seen the allies so unequivocally back the Americans in such an important Ut» 
and I mean without exception. 


i\Kohl] True. 
Craxi. Kohl Comment 
LD211955 Rome International Service in Italian 18 GMT 21 Now 85 


\Text] The Geneva talks between American President Reagan and Soviet leader Corbact 
have strengthened mutual trust between them and may have opened up a path toward 
concrete results in arms limitation talks. This is the view held by Prime Minister 
Craxi and West German Chancellor Kohl, who today had a very cordial meeting in Srusse! 
during which they also spoke of the European summit in Luxembourg. scheduled for earl, 
December, and bilateral cooperation between the two countries. 


In Craxi and Kohl"s view, who expressed their positive assessment of the Geneva summit, 
even before the European allies [words indistinct! their own impressions it was not 
reasonably possible to expect more from the summit. Still, in the two heads of state's 
views, the tenor and substance of the Geneva talks revealed the positive role which 

the two European countries played in the preparations, both following close consul- 
tations with the United States and bilateral contacts with the Soviet Union and other 
East European countries. 


PCL Secretary Natta has also commented favorably on the conclusion of the Geneva 
summit, saying that todey it is possible tc consider actual progress in the field of 
disarmament, the easing of international tension, and the resumption of the policy 
of detente and cooperation on the international plane in a more hopeful light. 


More on Craxi Reaction 


AU220954 Rome ANSA in English 0850 GMT 22 Nov 85 


| Text] (ANSA) Brussels, November 22 -- "The summit was without a doubt 4 success” 
Italian Prime Minister Bettino Craxi told newemen here yesterday after attending the 
(?special) session of NATO leaders where American President Ronald Reagan reviewed 
the results of his summit conference with Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev which ended 
up Thursday. Craxi added that (words indistinct] an “encouraging and positive 
evaluation (?of) his meetings with Gorbachev.” |passage indistinct | 
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The prime minister pointec out that the Ceneva summit was not “a settling of accounts,” 
but rather on occasion to “re-establish an atmosphere of faith, improve understanding, 
reopen dialogue and give it continuity, all of which he said was achieved, despite 
“excess diplomatic propaganda.” 


Craxi continued on to say that the success of the summit did not overcome the distances 
between the United States and the Soviet Union, which is something that will take 
time. “Let's be realistic,” he said. 


Italian Foreign Minister Ciulio Andreotti divided Craxi‘s opinions on the success of 
the summit emphasizing the “positive value” of the fact that the Russians vere willing 
to talk without (?putting) on restrictions, such as the question of the Strategic 
Defense Initiative (SDI), also known as “star wars”. According to Andreotti the U.S. 
and the USSR can now get on with nuclear negotiations. 


Fernandez-Ordonez Remarks 
LD212143 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GMT 21 Now 85 


[Report by correspondent Luz Rodriguez from Brussels; recorded remarks by Spanish 
Foreign Minister Francisco Fernandez-Ordonez in quotation marks) 


[Excerpt] [Announcer] We must search for peace -- this is the message which Reagan 
and Gorbachev gave us in Geneva. One cannot talk about specific agreenents after 
the summit, but it can be said that we are opening up a new dialogue between the two 
blocs, a dialogue which already has fixed dates: On 16 January the negotiations on 
arms resume in Geneva, and in June Gorbachev will visit Washington. This afternoon 
the two leaders gave explanations to their allies in Brussels and Prague. Gorbachev 
could not but regret the lack of an agreement on his constant theme -- “star vars.” 
However, the two leaders made a commitment not to seek military superiority. The 
reactions to the results are optimistic. 


Now let's find out exactly what Reagan and Gorbachev told their allies in Brussels 
and Prague. After the U.S. President's meeting with the allies Francisco Fernandez- 
Ordonez, Spanish minister of foreign affairs, spoke to the press and summed up the 
main points of the talks and the Spanish position. Here is a report from Luz 
Rodriguez in Brussels: 


The allies expressed calm satisfaction -- this is what the Spanish foreign minister 
said -- over the explanation given by Reagan on his talks with Gorbachev. in any 
event, diplomatic sources said that we are back to where we were 3 years ago as far 
as arms negotiations are concerned. Francisco Fernandez-Ordonez set out the reasons 
for the satisfaction shown by the delegations of the 16 NATO countries: 


"A dialogue has been opened up which has not existed for a long time. The will has 
been expressed to continue this dialogue. Second, a different climate has been 
created, an atmosphere has been created. Third, a will for peace has been expressed; 
the declaration in the communique which you have seen on the subject of war is very 
firm in this respect. This is the general tone of all the comments made today by the 
prime ministers and foreign ministers during their speeches.” 


"The allies acknowledged the U.S. President's gesture in stopping off in Brussels 
before returning to his country, though the brief 90-minute stopover did not clarify 
the details of the talks in Geneva. Reagan was in excellent humor with the allies 
after what he considers to be a first step and he repeated the jokes which he had 


told Gorbachev.” 
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given by President Reagan to the NATO leaders in Brussels 


At the press onterence. which was te. d at the ermanent 
Ogai said that the dialogue will rea " igher level whi 
that might undermine relations betwen the tw i Ss. He m™ 


Gorbachev will visit Washington next vear and President Re 


Our correc oondent Mugaffer Baca reports that Ozal stressed 


the Eastern and Western blocs mnot be expected to be solv 


ever, he added, the fact thal the two leaders came togeth: 











Prime Minister Ozal then left Brussels for Munich. Franz Joseph Strauss, the Christiar 
cial Union leader and Bavarian winister president, gave a dinner in honor of Prins 
finister Gzal, Ozal will attend « meeting with FRC businessmen at the Munich Chanbe: 
Commerce tomorrow. State Minister Mesut Yilmaz and Foreign Minister Vahit Halefoglu 
are accompanying the prize sinister in Munich. Ozal will return to Turkey tomorrw. 
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ROMS EXPLODES IS BSRUSS*LS AS REACAS ARRIVES 





AUl115<5 Paris AFP in English 1542 Gi 21 Sow 8° 


(Text! Srussels, Sow 21 (AFP) -—— A bomb exploded at a U.S. electronics firm here today 
shortly after U.S. President Ronald Reagan arrived from the superpower summit in Ceneva, 
police said. Tracts exblazoned with a red star, sign of the Combattant Communist Cells, 

which have claimed numerous bomb actacks against North Atlantic Treaty Organisation 
facilities in Belgiun, were scattered around the Motorols Company's building here at 
sout 1600 local tise to warn occupants of the explosion. 


The bomb went off at 1615. So injuries were immediately reported. Mr Reagan was her« 
to brief NATO leaders on his talks in Geneva with Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev. 


DOCUMENTS ON MANEUVERS MISSING FROM FRO OFFICE 





LD1/1050 Hamburg DPA in German 1009 GIT 1/ Sow 85 


[Text) Hamburg, 17 Sow (DPA) -- According to the Hamburg news sagazine DER SPIECEL, 
secret documents abot the NATO “Wintex-65" saneuvers have disappeared from the Kiel 
civil defence and disaster prevention office. The sagazine reports in its latest 
iesue that the file contains an official report on the NATO exercise in the Rhineland- 
Palatinate and also papers about conclusions and “internal administrative matters in 
Schleswig-Holstein”. According to DER SPIECEL, it is being said at the Kiel Interior 
Ministry that the file is “at present not to be found.” 


The information the Hamburg magazine tas is that the secret papers, which come under 
various security classifications, have been missing since August. The explosive nature 
of the loss stems from the object of the NATO "Wintex-85" exercise. The exercise last 
spring in a nuclear bomb proof bunker near Dernau on the Ahr involved playing through 
all the procedures the Western alliance has ready for a crisis situation. 


Senior officials in the Kiel Interior Ministry see “no discernible” connection between 
the missing papers and the Tiedge spy case, DEA SPIECEL writes. The authorities are 
instead presuming that what is involved is a “personal act of revenge” by an official. 
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in a motion presented by group leader Engwirda the Democrats *66 [D°66] pearl iamentars 
group called for the postpomement of parliamentary approval of the deplowment agreement 
with the United States. According to this motion, the chamber should promounce its 
final judgement on this agreement only a short time before the date of actual deplowment 
(the ead of 1988). 


COA parliamentary group leater De Vries said that the 1 Nowenber decision is acceptabdl< 
to the CDA because it also contains a decision for areduction in the surber of the 
Netherlands’ suciear units by two. He said that in this way the Setherlands is serving 
both solidarity within SATO and arms comtrol. Sut he aleo sdmitted that with this 
reduction in nuclear units the Netherlands “is operating as odd man out” within SATO. 


VVD parliamentary group leader Nijpels stressed above all the decision by the cabinet 

to itcrease the defense budget by 3 percent annually after 1986 and the leeway that has 
been left for adapting the Army’s 155-am howitzers for nuclear use if lomger-range shells 
become avallable for then. The PvdA and D°66 opposition groups called for the rejection 
of this possibility in separate motions. The PrdA motion aleo called for an emd to th 
existing nuclear unit comprising the 20}-em howiteres, while 0°66 sevely asked that 
efforts be made within SATO to achieve this. in the past the CD’. “as always been 
opposed to the suclear role of these howitzers (“battlefield weapons”) but has sccepted 
the continuation of the 20*-am howitzers’ nuclear role, because othervise our allies 
would have to take it over. 


The CDA and the VVD have adopted different positions in the event of the possible 
reduction of the sumber of cruise missties in the “etherlands as a result of an arms 
control agreement being reached between the United States and the Soviet Union. The 
CDA believes that an imbalance in the field of medium-range weapons in Turope is 
acceptable if, in return, the Soviet Union is willing to make comcessions to the 
United States in the field of strategic arms (intercontinental missiles). The VVD 
takes the view that only bilateral reductions are possible in the iield of medium-range 
weapons. Nijpels said that the disappearance of all S$5-20 missiles must be the balance 
for zero cruise missiles in Western Curope. 


In a motion to the Second Chamber the Political Party of Radicals asked for the 
termination of all the Netherlands nuclear units. Pacifist Soctalist Party Deputy Van 
der Spek and Mr Wagenaar (Ar °85) [expansion unknown), formerly of the Reformed 
Political Federation), were im agreement in their motions that there is mo connection 
between the deployment of cruise missiles and the rejection of the ‘Netherlands other 
nuclear units, but Van der Spek approved of such rejection while Wagenaar disapproved. 
From the small right-wing parties Schutte (Reformed Political Union) called for the 
retention of the nuclear role of Orion aircraft since their nuclear depth charges cannot 
be replaced by conventional torpedoes, as proposed by “DA Deputy De Vries, but would 
have to be taken over by other alliance members. 


Deployment Approved Despite Opposit ton 
PM201605 Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 14 Yow 85 pp 1, 3 
[Correspondents report: “Second Chamber Majority Approves Cruise “Nissile Deployment”| 


[Text] The Hague, 14 Now -- A majority in the Second Chamber has approved the deploy- 
ment of cruise missiles at the end of 1988. Because six members of the Christian 
Democratic Appeal [CDA] parliamentary group opposed deployment the majority was only 
possible with the cooperation of the Political Reformed Party |S6f) the Reformed 
Political Union [CPV], the Reformed Political Federation (|RPT’, and Deputies Vagenaar 
and Janmast. A Labor Party [PwdA] motion rejecting the deployment decision was rejected 
as a result by 80 votes to 69 (PvdA Deputy Zijlstra is still at the United Nations in 
New York). 
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BILD SAYS HONECKER TO VISIZ BETWEEN 2-15 DEC 





» 


LD211658 Hambure DPA in German 1455 GMT 21 Now 85 

[Text] Hamburg, 21 Nov (DPA) -- Following the successful Geneva summit, GDR State 
Council Chairman Eric’ donecker will come to the FRC for 4 davs, either between 6 and 
15 December or in the first week cof January, according to information supplied to the 
newspaper BILD. The paper quotes a high-level Bonn government official as savine: 
"This schedule stands.” 

According to the report in the newspaper, which is to appear in Friday's edition, 
Honecker will be welcomed at Cologne-Bonn airport by protoce! officers. Afterward, 
Federil President Richard von Weizsaecker will receive him in his official residence, 
the Villa Hammerschnid. Following that, there will be a tatk with Federal Chanerellor 
Helmut Kolil in the chancellor's office. 

The paper continues that the SED leader will probably only stav in Bonn 1 dav and then 
flv to the Saarland. He was born there. 


According to tne newspaper report, Bonn is assuming that Honecker will invite Federal 
Chancellor Kohl to make a reciprocal visit to East Berlin. .he Bonn government of fi- 
cial told BILD: “The chancellor will accept, but because of the 4-power status of the 
divided city he does not want the official meeting with Honecker to be in East Berlin.” 


This report was made available to DPA in advance. 


Government Official Denies Report 
LD212050 Hamburg DPA in German 1603 GMT 21 Nov 85 


[Excerpt] Bonn, 21 Nov (DPA) -- Norbert Schaefer, a government spokesman, has de- 
scribed as “pure speculation” news reports according to which the visit by Erich 
Honecker, chairman of the CDR Council of State, to the Federal Republic is imminent 
immediately after the conclusion of the Ceneva summit. He was thus denying a BILD- 
ZEITUNG report which sums up all suppositions about the date so far with this sentence 
in its Friday issue: “The SED leader will come for 4 days between 6 and 15 December, 
or in the first week of January." 


A senior official in the federal chancellery stated that Honecker has not expressed 

the wish to come to the Fideral Republic, nor are there any plans for a visit. Nor are 
there any contacts with East Berlin on this question. There are no signs of a trip 

to the Federal Republic by Honecker in the near future. 


Government circles in Bonn pointed out that BiLD-ZEITUNG fed its report to the agencies 
at a point in time when Honecker could barely or perhaps just for the first time has 
met Mikhail Gorbachev, the Soviet party leader, at the meeting of the Warsaw Pact 
leade~s in Prague. The mass-circulation newspaper, which has already announced the 
allegedly imminent Honecker visit several times, underlined its recent report with the 
comment that the successful Geneva summit meeting gave the green light. 


Torsten Wolfgramm, FDP parliamentary business manager, said during a stay in East 
Berlin that there are no government-level contacts concerning Honecker's visit. 
Political observers in East Berlin stated that it is not even clear yet whether a 
basic decision has been made at all by the GDR side in connection with the trip. 
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ym switching funds from arms expenditures 
next year, group spokesman Alwin Steinke announced on Tuesday. Earlier, the joint 
working group of the two parties ended its third round of talks in Bonn. It was enm- 
ehasized that the creation of a climate geared to arms limitation and disarmament be- 
tween East and West was important for the continuation of these discussions. uring 
his stav in Bonn, Vadim Zagladin, head of the CPS! delegation, conducted talks at the 
Foreign Ministry and the chancellerv. 


LD192226 Paris Domestic Service in French 1500 GMT 19 Nov 85 


[Text] The minister of defense today visited French troops in Germany and reaffirmed 
France’s commitment to defend the Federal Republic in case of need. It is indis- 
putable that any serious threat against Europe and against the FRO in particular 

would affect our own security, Paul Quiles stated. He also referred to the contro- 
versy unleased recently by General Arnold about the obsolescence of our AMX-30 tanks. 
Paul Ouiles said on this subject that the Ist French Army stationed in West Cermanyv 
has already received more than one-quarter of its allocation of AMX-30 B-2 tanks, 

the specifications of which have been considerably improved. He also said the govern- 
ment considers the development of a future battle tank, which should be operational! 

at the beginning of the 1990's, as a priority task. 








VII. 22 Now 85 FRANCE x 


MITTERRAND HOLDS PRESS CONFERENCE ON 21 NOV 





1D211800 Paris Domestic Service in French 1400 GIT 21 Now 85 


[Press conference held by President Francois Mitterrand at the Salle de Fetes in the 
Elysee Palace; identity of questiompers not given -- live] 


[Excerpts] [Mitterrand] Ladies and gentlemen: I thank you for accepting ay invitation. 
We will have the time to go deeper into the questions which you will put to me. Let's 
say, that it would be good if we finished in 1 hour and 15 minutes. But, I am aware of 
the pointlessness of such hopes. Well, we will try anyway, and you will help me. 


The Geneva summit has just ended in a good atmosphere, so we were told. I am pleased 
about this. France had been hoping for this and the mere fact that the dialogue has 
been resumed is, for those who are aware of the fragility of peace, a sign of hope. 
However, thanks to you, ladies and gentlemen, I would like to draw the attention of the 
French people to the fact that there are realicies which will prevail after Geneva and 
for a long time, and that the French — since 1 am addressing thes -- call for their 
resolution in some straightforward manner. The first reality is that, whatever the 
results of the Geneva agreement, if any, the discrepancy between the nuclear armaments 
of the two greatest powers and the armaments of others -- France's and Great Britain's 
in particular -— will remain considerable. This should prompt us to persevere in our 
will to eneure ovr security through the strategic means we have chosen for ourselves 
which ensures our national independence and which we call our independent deterrence 
strategy. I know that a majority of the French people are agreed on this, but ‘ve 
must mot close our eyes to the fact that events which are taking place today on the 
imternationa’ scene must not decrease France's resolve at all. 


The second reality is that the militarization of space, which is either being prepared 
or being developed here and there -—- at least by the two superpowers -- will not cease 
due to a miracle. A lot more time will still be needed here, too, in order to reach 
agreements or limiting cr stopping it, on limiting the research, without going as f.r 
as deployment. In the meantime — because this is a different strategy, a ballistic 
one, this time, well outside the atmosphere -- France itself must prepare for it. 


In the same way, the baton can be taken up [le relais pourrait etre assure] to acquire 

a sufficient potential in this very difficult sphere only if this concept becomes a 
European one. So we have to adapt and prepare for the technologies appropriate to this 
prospect, and particularly, I repeat, for space technologies. That is the second sphere 
in which I am sure of France's will, all the more so since it is exhilarating [exaltant]. 
Apart from the military problems there are answers to a number of civilian problems in 
learning about the subject and in man's mastery of the subject. 


So there are two spheres then: that of our national independence, which is ensured by 
the independent deterrence strategy or deterrence force; and France's and Europe's 
ability to master space, too. These spheres must be a matter of agreement for the French 
people, beyond the scope of electioneering, far beyond it -- spheres which are quite 
simply in France's interest. And you have understood perfectly well the third dimension 
contained in what I have just explained: That is, the dimension of Europe. Yes, 

defense and national independence, space, and Europe: These are three objectives and 
three realities which concern all the French people. 


Ladies and gentlemen, this great moment which the world is living through is for me an 
occasion for another reflection and, thanks to you, I am still addressing the French 
people. One can favor those who govern and one can oppose them. That is the law of 
democracy. 
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course, I have my preferences and 3 snow these. And I find, for example, that 
justice is not being done as much as it should be to the current majority, ves th: 


current majority, which is disputed but which is making the economy healthier ever 
day, which, through its victorious struggle against infiation is, for the first tim 
in so long, giving itself the means to increase the purchasing power of the French 


people and particularly of the workers; which is modernizing our industrial apparatus: 
which is training sen and women in tomorrow's skills —- which are already todav’: 
skills -- whose cultural, scientific, and social poli has had no equivalent since 
the last war. There is neo reason to keep quiet about this. I beliewe that the interest 
of France is to continue this policy and I say so. But of urse the french people 
must make their own decision. But that decision has not vet been made. When it is it 


will be the duty of evervone to respect it. 


Finally, and then I will have finished this short preamble, althouch our domesti:, 
policy may be dominated by the approach of the legislative elections, and this is the 
case, I think that the French people understand very well that there are some fields 
where they should be united, ves where thev should be united; where it is no longer 
a matter of siding here or siding there; where it is fitting to defend together a 
certain number of gains, the real gains of the past few vears. his must not be 
forgotten either. 


I would sum up by saving that thev should be united to defend the social gains, be 
united to defend the gains of liberty, and even be united on points or in fields -- 

T am thinking of immigration -- where France's tradition of hospitality and integration 
should be maintained toward and against everything. These are fields on which 

general consent will allow France to advance, Preserve, defend: after which evervone 
will say, is already saying what he wants to sa be fullv exercised, 


. 
. 
’ / 
se 


you are well aware of that, and the French will! 


,’ 7 


Democracy wil 
4 


cide. 

But there you are, I have said too much about this, ladies and gentlemen. 1 would now 
iike to hear your questions, if there are anv actually: We are only at the beginning 
and I imagine that there is not a lack of subjects. 


[Question] Mr President, in the last book vou published, “Here and Now,” which vou 
published before your election, vou said that the PCF -- its policy -- is determined, 
more often than not, in Moscow. When we saw tne PC! harden its position and renounce 
alliances of the popular front-type, it was generally the prelude to a hardening by 
the CPSU. Now, at present, we are witnessing a hardening by the PCF. Does vour 
observation still seem to be valid, does it seem to you that it is a prelude to a 
hardening by the CPSU? 


[Mitterrand] I am committed to what I wrote. Thus, I think that in history this 
example has been frequently repeated. 8ut what I have a horror of, Madam, is to accuse 
this or that person, in this case the leaders of the present PCF, of getting their 
orders from elsewhere rather than from the electors, or from their political structure. 
Therefore, I would not say it, because I have no reason, with regard to this or that 
person, to make accusations in extremely concrete circumstances. It would displease 

me very much to receive [word indistinct]. It is part of the respect which 1 demanded 
(?at that moment) for the French political fight, for the French political debate. 





[Question] Allow me to change the topic, Mr President. Quite recently, a few days 
ago, your spokesman announced that a reassessment of French Middle East policy was 
under way. Would you like to give us a few details about his reassessment and, possi- 
bly, talk to us about the role which France intends to piay in the process which is 
currently taking shape in the Middle East? 


[Mitterrand] No. What we are noticing is that the policy of direct contacts between 
Israel and the Arab countries, especially Israel and Jordan -- the policy of direct 
contacts is that which we ourselves prefer. 
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We believe that there is no me better pia ced than the interested parties, the ripari 
to settle between themselves a problen which would otherise, inevitably, acquire 
international character and then pass into the hamds of the stromgest. The East-West 
conflict appears everywhere. This is not a sood thine. Sut we were forced to sote 
and therein lies the reassessment, we were forced to mote that in actual fact these 
direct contacts did not yield results. ‘Should ome then refuse to widen the circle 
go again — and this has been tried several tims since 19458 — to intemationa! 
conferences, am international forum, international consultation, interwention bw th 
permanent members of the UN Security Council ad I know not what else? Well, I sav 
yes. This must also be done all the mre because a intermationa! forum allows for 
direct contacts. In general, many things happen om the sidelines between sessions. 
Here it is this reassessment but, apart from this we have approved and encourased the 
Jordaniam-Palestinian plm and we have not changed our views except that we realize 
well that there is a stumbling block and that it has mot vet been removed. 


[Question] [Words indistinct} The importance of the three following principles which 

were recefined in Brussels in particular om 27 March 1983. I shall remiad vou of then, 
Mr. President. First principle, recomgition of the Palestinian right to sel f-deterni- 
nation; second principle, Israeli withdrawal from the territories occupied since 1%’; 
third principle, the need to involve the PLO in a negotiated settlement. 


[Mitterrand] Sir, my answer will be straightforward. I stated the right of the Pales- 
tinians to have their homeland from the rostrum of the Knesset in 1982. ( the with- 
drawal and the confused discussions around ii, we are faithful to UN Resolution 242 
and to others. As to the right of the PLO, a phrase which I used from the Knesset 
rostrum, the PLO is the only Palestinian figiting force which we know of. [as heard’ 
Therefore, it has won the right to have its say on behalf of the Palestiniam people. 
Well it will be up to the Palestinian people to appoint their ow representatives, 
when they are in a position to do so. for the time being, I do not know, | do not 
know of any other partner. However, there are a number of elected representatives, 
notables, or mayors of commmities which are today in the occupied Arab territories 
for example, whose views cannot be sneezed at. This is my answer. 


[Question] Mr President, I was very interested to note that you started your preamble 
by hailing the apparently positive results of the Soviet-American summit in Geneva. 

It seems to me that since the Bonn summit of last May vou have adopted a rather distant 
attitude toward this summit diplomacy. Do you not fear that, since you refused to go 
to the extraordinary summit of the seven in New York, do vou not now fear that this 
type of diplomacy is producing results, with France, because of your attitude, thot runs 
the risk of being somewhat isolated? 


[Mitterrand] No, I do not think so, if vou will allow me to sav so. 1 do not think 
so. Besides, you are asking me a question, you are not stating a fact. I do not 
think so because the summits about which I have expressed reservations are the summits 
of the seven industrialized countries which, as you know, are held once a year and 
gather the United States, Canada, Japan, and four European comtries -- Italy, Germany, 
Great Britain, and France -- and also the president of the European Commission. |! 
noted that this summit of the seven tended to overstep its role and sometimes behave 
like some sort of directory in charge of world affairs, which I find objectionable, 
particularly when this directory claims to solve the issue of trade relations, called 
GATT, as a substitute for Third World countries, while countries such as India and 
Brazil, have already expressed their (?refusal). In whose name did these seven 
countries, which are not the GATT executive committee, decide for GATT? 


My refusal to go to New York, at the invitation of Mr Reagan, was motivated by the 
same reasoning. In this case, it was a question of hearing the American President 
outline his views on his coming meeting with “Mr Cerbachev. 
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I can tell you that not only have I had the opportunity to meet Mr Gorbachev, 


which means that I already have information, but I also kave much information fr 
the American side, because the line is always in use, the telephone, the mail, 
envoys. I did not recognize that this forum of the industrialized countries wa 


empowered to resolve the problems of negotiations between the USSK and the United 
States. I do not recognize this, particularly because France is not in Geneva. 


It trusts the United States in many fields, and mainly in the defense of liberties, 
but it wants to guard fully, how shall I put it, its national domain. We are 
masters of our defense. Even if we are loval allies, we want to remain the masters 


of our strategy and of our choices. So, this was the reason why. 


If some speculate that I refuse to take part in anv internationa! conference with 

the United States, then they are wrong. I like the Americans very much. This does 
mot mean to say that I consider evervthing they think and say is automatical!, 

what is best for France. Anvhow, I think it is up to the French to say so. On 

this basis, I wi'l take part in commercial negotiations. When I sav I, I mean the 
French Government will take part in the commercial negotiations which will take place 
provided the agenda is extended. I will take part in many other conferences but 

this is the precise framework of my policy. 


[Question] In a few hours time a verdict will be passed in Aye:jand: In the event 
of New Zealand law instructing the Wellington government -- and this is normal under 
New Zealand law -- the possibil‘ty of expulsion, would vou be ready to make contact 
directly, albeit discreetly, with Mr Lange in order, let us say, to improve things” 


[Mitterrand] First your question on the judgment in Auckland. My role is quite 
difficult today. While I am speaking, the immediate fate of the Turenges is being 
decided; it is quite difficult. And you understand that very well. I hope, and ! 
can only express a hope, I hope that Auckland justice will understand that the 

two officers of the French Army who are under arrest today in New Zealand acted in 
a domain which was not that of violent action, and that they acted not on their own 
accord but through discipline. This confers on them a quite different nature fron 
the one which one might have been able to imagine by reading the initial New 
Zealand reactions on this point. I am convinced that a judge in his conscience 
will take into account these elements. As for trving to improve things if there is 
a heavy sentence; here again it is quite difficult to reply to you. I do not want 
to prejudice things. I do not want to prejudge the decision which will be made. 

At any rate, these French officers can count on national solidarity which begins 


with that of the government. 


[Question] Is it really the case that the president of the French Republic has no 
effective means of pressure to secure the release of the four Frenchmen held hostage 


in Lebanon? 


[Mitterrand] What do you mean by pressure? What pressure? Do you mean the method 
of force? I don’t think that's what you're advising. Political pressure? Ina 
sense, yes. We could call it diplomacy. We have had to deal -- I have had to deal 
with a certain number of hostage cases, in Burma, in Sudan, in Iraq, in Kurdistan, 
in Afghanistan, and now in Lebanon with Mr Peyrolles [French diplomat at the embassy 
in Lebanon], and on each occasion, by patience and tenacity, we have secured -- 
after some months -- the release of the hostages. 


There now remain our four compatriots held hostage in Lebanon, in the confusion of 
opposing groups. The degree of ease with which diplomacy produces its result depends 
on the external authority commanded by any given group. Not a single day goes by, 
whether you believe me or not, without me attending to this matter, and when no 


progress is being made, it hurts. 
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Sometimes you think you are gettin> there ad then there is a last-minute hitch. this 
is hard first of all for their families, but it is also hard for their loved ones amd 
their associates. It is hard for the French nation. We are leaving no stone wmtumed 
and we want to get them back safe and somd, md retum them to their comtry. The 
precedents set so far give us cause to believe that this cm be dome. The rest falls 
within my responsibility, and I cannot say amy more. 


[Question] I would like to ask you two questions, they are in fact linked. The first 
one is, do you think cone can make real progress toward a closer European mion? The 
second is, will Britain stop being @m island soon? 


[Mitterrand] ‘The Europea Commuity is not moving as fast as I would like it to. How- 
ever, many issues registered progress during ry 6-month European presidency. I = 
using my powers of persuasion, such as they are, on my colleagues to convince then. 

4s for Great Britain I was in London last Thursday and I met with Mrs Thatcher, which 
was an interesting experience. Several ministers were at my side. As you know, ve 
have decided that at the end of January ve will amnounce officially, how shall I put 
it, [words indistinct] cross-channel project. Whether one will be able to say that 
Britain has stopped being am island or not, escm to his opinion. The essence of the 
matter is that, island or no island, Britain should be, through its wish, choice, md 
behavior, a full partner of the European wiion. 


[Question] Mr President, Bonn said no to the French military observation satellite 
project. Bonn has still not really released the money for Eureka. Are you really 
satisfied with French-German relations? 


[Mitterrand] On the whole, yes, completely. While vou have noted -- that's your job, 
after all — that things that are not vet happening, what vou haven ¢ noted is all the 
things that are happening, amd a lot of things are happening, the latest initiatives 
being, as you said, Eureka, and 1 cam give you a guarantee that there will be public 
financing from Germany for Eureka. The last decision was that of the Airbus, in which 
the range of Airbuses is going to be deploved, and while I have the agreement of most 
of my partners for a European combat aircraft -- that’s what they call it -- which is 
to be planned, here too there must be a whole series of choices about heaw and light 
aircraft in order to harmonize finally in the coming 20 years that which one has not 
been able to be harmonized for 40 years. And there have been many many other decisions 
which show that -- ves, all right -- Germany is hesitant on certain points. You see 
Germany is preoccupied for the time being with its budget, it wants to minimize its 
budget deficit, and so it is tightening the purse strings. Okay, that is Germany's 
point of view, and we can widerstand it. Then there are preoccupations with its 
agriculture -- its agriculture could sometimes escape certain obligation for the time 
being, especially since we, the French, have obtained for several years now a quasi- 
reduction in compensatory amounts. 


[Question] I would like to ask you for details concermming the Greenpeace affair last 
June, the second half of June. What exactly did Gharles Hemu, (?your) then defense 
minister, say, and to whom you wrote on his resignation that he was and will remain 
your friend? 


(Mitterrand) Mr Hemu is, has been, and will continue to be my friend for a long tim 
to come. In his capacity as national defense minister he was responsible, -- objec- 
tively at least due to his position, subjectively it is a matter of his own judgment -- 
he was responsible in a area which placed the French Government in an unfortunate 
situation. It was he himself who considered that he had to leave his post because he 
felt he had to show solidarity -- ad this is honorable of him -- with the services 
which acted without a decision from the political authorities, at least at the presi- 
dent's or prime minister's level. The man in charge of this service, Admiral Lacoste, 


has also left. 











i have not questioned the honor of these two men. ‘Thev stiil have my esteem. How- 
ever, 1 could question their discipline or lack of it. and I am thinking in terms 
of services which acted outside instructions. From there to ask what Mr Hernu 
told me at a given time [words indistinct] but ' do not jot down what people 

coni ide in me. 


What 1 can tell you, because the matter is a serious one and vou are right to raise it, 
is: I shall ask tour questions and 1 am asking them of public opinion. Should one of 
should one not ersure the independence of France based on the possession of the nuclear 
weapon? I answer yes. Secondly, in order to have nuclear veapons and modernize then, 
must ome carry out auclear tests or mot’? This is done by Great Britain, the United 
States at home, the Soviet Union at home. I say ves, all the more because these tests 
have caused no harm to anyone. Thirdly, should one oppose those actions which attempt to 
prevent the tests, prevent us from experimenting, and hence prevent us from having the 
weapons which we need for France's independence? I «say ves, we must prevent such act ions. 
Fourthly, can one use any means to that effect! This involves an examination of the 
means and I say that the policy which | ordered, and for which | am responsible, is to 
remove the possibility of failing in the respect we owe to French sovereignty wherever 

it is being exercised. I am not saying that one should authorize actions which harm the 
sovereignty of others. I have answered you. 


iQuestion] Mr President, in your preamble vou stated vour wish to see France have, 
due course, a space shield -- a space shield with a turopean configuration, if | heard 
you correctly. So do you think that the time has come for a European defense! 


(Mitterrand) You must not take things out of context. I brought up this problem at thx 
Hague in 1984 by proposing the creation of a manned European space station and the matter 
has been brought up, and it needs to be dealt with. lLurere cannot remain outside the 
realm of knowledge of this technology -- it cannot stay out of space. We already have 
communications satellites, observation satellites, but we also need this; we have set 

out civilian objectives for Eureka which, to be precise, will research, among difterent 
enterprises, the whole gamut of high technology, and lasers in particular, laser mirrors 
which demand the mastery of space. This objective is a civilian one, but this knowledge, 
quite clearly, has many different applications. It will not be possible for Europe, un- 
less it wants to disappear, to stay out of space. If the two superpowers are imprudent 
enough to get involved in what is called “star wars,” then my view is that anvone who 
wants to keep his independence will have to provide himself with means commensurate vith 
his abilities and with the protection of his own territory. 


Am I sketching a European defense in the full sense of the phrase? 1 don’t think that 
these facts make European defense possible to the extent that certain »reople would like; 
there is the nuclear problem which arises, particuiurly in Germany. there is what Ya.‘ 
has made of Europe, to use too simple a phrase, because in fact it is Europe (/as a 
territorial entity). But whenever | can add to the process of military science, militar: 
experimentation, and military application, then | keep my European partners, and 
particularly the German ones informed, and this is how 1 have kept alive the article of 
the presidential treaty signed between De Caulle and Eisenhower which implied a joint 
approach particularly in the mutual knowledge of our strategies. This is where we are 
at now. The rest will come little by little. 


Ladies and gentlemen, time is getting on. I really do not want to upset or shock anyone, 
but it is 1650. We began at exactly 1500. Therefore | would like to break off here, stop 
here. I will try to create an opportunity for those of you who very kindly came but 

were unable to take part in the debate so that you are not frustrated. Let me say good- 
bye, let me say thank you, and let me say above all to France and to the French people 
that this period of electioneering must be embarked upon with a serse of unity where it is 
a matter of the national interest, and with a sense of democracy when it comes to deciding 


one’s preference. Thank vou. 





low 


> ARMED FORCES MODERNIZATION 





. +3 Par DEFENSE NATIONALE in French Nov 85 pp 9-18 

[Spe me Minister Laurent Fabius at 38th session of Higher “Nat ior 

Stud i. st ictut © 13 September: “Patriotism, Independence, Solidarity” 

seed the 1984 students of the Higher National Defense Siudix 

: ed | ewbmitted for ay audience's consideration two sublects wv! 

all + povernment"s action: unity and modernization. These themes are app! i+ 
the netional defense sphere. The French people's support for their Armed for 

remained virtually unanimous; the values of patriotism and the spirit of defense exist 
ind. think. are unshakable. 
Mor r. the seed for modernization is gradually asserting itseli in social attitudes. 
The id ' modernization and the efforts required to achieve it are gsiniog grown, 
despite the ditticwulcties, on our industry, our administration, our education syste, 
and out | relations. Our defense policy quite naturally reflects this progress, 
amd owr Armec forces have been confirmed as one component of our society which lend 


itset best to modernization. 
Three incivisible ections have brought about this desire to modernize our de! 


firet, the sustained modernization of our nuclear forces. This is vite! to the main- 
tena « ‘| their credibility and is an absolute priority, which is reflected in our 
test progrem in the Pacific and has been emphasized by the president of the Pepuh!i 
with constent determination, especially when the strategic submarine inflexible lett 
om operational patrol for the first time, equipped with the new MS MIRV missile. 


Another too. of our modernization is the Rapid Action Force (FAR). It has been set 
up on schedele and clearly demonstrates our will and capacity to intervene in or out- 
side Furope. This foree, which is not designed to occupy a slot in NATO's integrated 
defense svetem, will be a flexible tool, with high mobility and excellent ant iteni 
firepower. The FAR prowides a means of taking action, if necessary, right ‘rom th 
firet few hours of a conflict or a crisis. 


[will alse stress the constant modernization of our combat corps. Major projects, 
like the future bettle tank and the French-German combat helicopter, guarantee thy 
continuetion of this constant adaptation in the long term. 


The FAL and our combat corps give our forces efficacy and coherence in the service 
of owr overa!! deterrence strategy. Prestrategic weapons play a role in this approach. 


They ar he finel werning, for which the president of the Republic has sole responsi- 
bility, ¢ ny power which threatened our vital interests. It is not « superartillery 
or the Inetrument of a limited strike. It is the clear indication that our response 


is changing io setere at this point, beyond which it will take the form of the use 


of strateeic areenal. 


By staging somewvere with our German allies at the army corps level this vear, w 
clearly demonstrated that we intend to fully exercise our political solidarity in 
militery terms if necessary. 


Thus, ovr modernisation is making progress. As always our defense is keeping step 
with the progress in owr economy and our society. 
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A modern defense system changes constantl;, but it remains rooted in a few principles. 
For instance, France's strategy is based on deterrence of the strong by the weak. 

Some 25 years of efforts have given us credible and diversified meams for ensuring 

the protection of our vital interests in complete independence. The resulting strategy 
of interdiction of enemy maneuvers is a nonmwar strategy. It is based on three kinds 
of force: land, air, and sea. 


Another inviolable principle is the defense of our country's interests in the world 

and respect for our alliance, our military agreements, and our friendships. The 
modernization of our intervention forces makes it possible to keep pace with the threat. 
We saw in Chad last year, for instance, that France could provide a friendly country 
with the means to safeguard its independence when i: asked us to do so. 


Our nuclear attack submarine building program, the construction of a nuclear-povwered 
aircraft carrier, and the decision to set up a well-equipped milit«ry base in New 
Caledonia also bear witness to France's world vocation and its determination to 
gcarantee its defense. Our capacity for action at sea and overseas is one of the 
r,quirements of this defense. In the future this capability will find new spheres 
of application in the exploitation of marine resources and the use of space. 


The two principles I have just set out -- fidelity to the ouclear deterrence strategy 
and France’s world role -- are now being illustrated in «a particularly striking way 
by the president's presence in Mururoa after stopovers in Kourou and [French] Guiana. 


Ae a nuclear and a Pacific power, France has interests in that region of the world 
which are essential to its independence. We will remain vigilant to ensure that they 
are not undermined. The nuclear tests will continue on that republican territory, 

as President Mitterrand said, “as long as the French authorities and the French authori- 
ties alone deem it necessary for the defense of the country. 


The same spirit of fidelity to our traditions and the same desire to open up future 
prospects are to be found in France's action to promote disarmament. The legit imate 
search for security has been transformed into an arms race by the two superpowers. 
These excessive levels of arms entail considerable expenditure. This is particularly 
shocking because, at the sare time, people are dying of starvation for lack of effec- 
tive help from the developed countries. However, underdevelopment is not just a human 
misfortune: It is 4 vo a process which generates instability and an aggravating 
factor for the secut.ty of the regions concerned. Addressing the United Nations on 
28 September 1983, the president of the Republic proposed convening a conference, after 
careful preparation, with an apenda aimed at encouraging development aid through 
resources released by disarmarent measures. 


This year negotiations betwees the Americans and Soviets opened in Geneva. We hope 
that this will produce a real agreement. We refused to allow the French force to be 
taken into account because it is independent and is on an entirely different scale 
compared to the arsenals of the two superpowers, which must take the first steps. 

In our view only a balance of forces at the lowest possible level can provide security 
and reassure countries like ours which want to maintain peace. 


We are also in favor of stepping up the negotiations on disarmament in Europe which 
were started at the Stockholm conference. Before the suspension of its work in 

July 1986 we would like to secure practical and significant results for strengthening 
security on our continent. That disarmament conference is a forum in which imbalances 
in conventional weapons can really be discussed. 
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As far as space is concerned, we want to avoid the emergence of weapons which ar: 
highly destabilizing. We made constructive proposals to this end in Cenewa. We want 
the 1972 ABM treaty to be safeguarded. We believe that the research being carricd 
out on both sides should be consistent with the treaty. 


France will not waver on these principles: There is mo better basis for st art in 
process of thinking about the future. 


For a year the questions modernization has presented our defense have increased, trom 
the U.S. SDI to Europe’s awakening to the technological challenges and its mobilization 
in the Eureka project, at France’s initiative. 


In the military sphere, as in the economic sphere, we are witnessing a change in the 
world. This is the resuli of the emergence of new technologies which are rewolu- 
tionizing the spheres of data processing, materials, people's lives [le vivant!, 
energy, and engineering. These new technologies, which all require considerable invest- 
ment, can be the key to important strategic changes. 


The two superpowers, vhich have reached a level of armament and destructive capability 
never before reached in history, are opposed certainly in ideology but especially in 
the desire for power. They are now directing all their energies toward gaining a 
credible superiority in numbers of weapons and scientific quality and toward evin' 
a dominant position in the dialectics of deterrence in which the perception of {tm 
threat posed by the other prevails over reality. 


It is in this context that the \.S. SDI program should be analyzed, since it could 
affect the world strategic order which we have known for around 20 years. The U.S. 
program was initially presented as a defensive program vhich would destroy incoming 
enemy missiles in flight and no longer in their silos by a preemptive strike or by 
a retaliatory countercity strike. [as published] However, in practice it would mean 
the development and deployment in space of new weapons. 


If this system were produced it would lead to the deployment of other, rival systems. 
It would also have the effect of generating new offensive veapons. There would be 

a new development in the struggle between the sword and the shield. The president 
of the Republic reaffirmed in particular our opposition to anything which would lead 
to excessive levels of arms in space. 


We are aware of the efforts being made by the USSR in the ABM and antisatellite weapon 
sphere, but we nonetheless do not support the general concept underlying the SDI, which 
is that nuclear weapons would become impotent and outdated. This concept strikes us 
as highly hypothetical and hence debatable. The significance of technologies which, 

in some cases, do not yet exist could not lead to an abrupt change in strategic 
concept. 


There is no reason to think that offensive weapons could disappear in the foreseeable 
future. We also think it debatable to try now to base a strategic concept on remote 
technological possibilities. Above all, it is dangerous to seek support for a4 set 
of arguments with statements which amount to a devaluation of what constitutes the 
very foundation of our security for a very long time to come, namely nuclear 
deterrence. 
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In the state of uncertainty which characterizes it. t! x & 
fore be a destabilizing inflwence on the strat. . 


Stances France is in mo position to support it. 


On the other hand, we see the repercess! 
which hopes to have at its disposs! $26 billi 


fore determined, even if this determination is t mew, 

in Europe to avoid lagging behind this vast mobi . 

The technological thrust which is starting befor: ut 

outside the cuclear and space spheres. t will 7 

classical combat and the foreseeable general dewe!los t wi m 
gic choices. Anyone who is unable to wake the necessary | iments i 
resources will scarcely have any freedom of acti Neel. , 
vital to a nuclear power like France leads to clear definiti wh 
done in cooperation with other countries ond what should ree trict 


In view of these changes in the world balance, | wou 
toward which France should move with deternminat | 

own defexse effort. and the vast mobilization to mest 
space technologies. 


As soon as he decided to leave the integrated militar : ization, 

set about defining structures for military cooperat! wit 

has never stopped. It has become one of the cornerstones of France's for 

The future of our defense cannot be dissociated from that of Furope. 

France has suggested to its six partners in the West European Union that thi 
tion shculd be revived to debate their common and iIndividus! ecurity interests. 


Recognizing the changes in the idea of European security, France revived the pr 
of the Elysee treaty bach in 1982 and instituted a structure for diplomatic o 


tary cooperation with the FRC which has no equivalent in furope. hi truct 

in a pragmatic and detailed way to reflect in practice our growing number o' rit 
interests we have in common. Fortunately, this solidarity is complemented | ul 
traditional relations with Britain -- the only Furopeen nuclear power aside f+ 

In this context, it is important to give closer consideration to on effect! 

ment of strategic cooperation among furopeans, withowt lenoring the vital need 

ad significant U.S. presence at our side. At the military lewel, interoperabi! it ymd 
wherever possible, standardization within Western Europe's forces must be developed, 


in view of the ferocity of technological competition and the increasingly hich 
of modern armaments. An accurate assessment of needs and abilities should in x 
cases make it possible to ‘ind joint Furopean solutions. 


Why deny the fact that in European arms production there are real difficulties commec- 
ted with the inevitably competitive nature of dynamic national enterprises. The hie! 
quality of products from the other side of the Atlantic and the need for some Puro: 
countries to participate in financing the American guarantee introduce an oddit lone 
problem. This should certainly not stop us from constant!y seeking equitable compr 
mises aimed at the production of products which perform well. Europe has shown it 
abilities by carrving out numerous programs like Furodif, Ariane, and Airbus. 
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tlities,. 
The devwe!l pment tT wWeapor Tem “ Ot he liversit* f theaters of ope f at toms make 
us more consciows than ever of the links between economic power and military power. 
Owr entire modernization solic ntributes ¢ France’s defense effort, and more 
specifically the modern! ¢ at Lox: ' ur production apperetus, the modernization of our 
education system, and France’ tion to promete Third World development 
The spirit tf detens od the PiTrit moderni ition « henmd in hand. The same 
Vigilance and the same desir: ’ independence inepire them. Our people are committed 
to this. Thi 1.e@0 shows the teport anc: ivi detense, Which makes it poesibl« 


to strugglic against all forme of threat and destabilization. The minieter of the 
interior and decentralization, with th perat lor f other ministers, especially 

the defense minister, has made progress in drawing wr an act ive policy in this respect 
Local responsibilities are going to increase in this ephere, enabling th populations 
concerned to be increasingly involwed in the difference protection plans. 
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PCP*S CUNHAL DISCUSSES RELATIONS WITH PCI 





?M191627 Milan L*UNITA in Italian 14 Nov 85 > ? 
[Report byAlberto Toscano: “Cunhal: ‘Sincere Dialogue’ With PCI"] 


[Text] Rome -- This morning sees the end of PCP Secretary General Alvaro Cunhal's 
visit to Rome as the PCI"s guest. The visit, as Cunhal said at a press conference 
yesterday morning at the foreign press association offices, had been scheduled for some 
time and had previously been postponed because of the political commitments of the 
respective party leaders. Cunhal talked franklw to newsmen about Portugal's problems 
and the international situation, at present dominated by the imminent Soviet-U. S. 
summit -- an event about which the PCP secretary general expressed his satisfaction. 


Regarding a topic on which several Italian and foreign reporters requested explanations 
-- namely PCI-PCP relations -- Cunhal made a pint, first, of reasserting the two 
parties’ complete autonomy of assessment. The fact that they are conducting an 
exchange of views is good and important, without any need to formulate hypotheses about 
metamorphoses on either party's political stances. There was, the PCP secretary 
general said, “a very broad and sincere exhange of opinions.” 


Further questions concerned the Portuguese domestic situation, with regard to the 
recent past -- the 6 October general elections -- and now imminent future -- the 
December municipal elections and January presidential election. With regard to the 
general elections, Cunhal was quick to emphasize in particular the Socialist defeat, 
which he related closely to the policy ("right wing,” the PCP leader repeatedly 
stressed) pursued by the Mario Soares government from 1983 through 1985. 


So has the PCP shifted to the right? Cunhal was keen to draw a distinction here and, 
at the same time, gave his analysis of the presidential elections in January. Soares" 
policy has been right wing and so too is the Socialist candidate for the presidency. 
But this does not mean sticking reactionary labels on the entire Socialist Party. In 
fact, within that party an opposition to Soares is emerging that could have unexpected 
developments on the eve of the presidential election. The next president, Cunhal said, 
must guarantee Portuguese democracy. 


What about Eanes -- the outgoing presideat, who cannot stand again, having already 
served two terms: Has he guaranteed it? 


“Sometimes,” the PCP secretary general replied, “we have voiced critical opinions in 


his regard, but overall we would say that his action has been positive for the 
democratic institutions.” 


Finally, regarding Lisbon's entry into the EEC, Cunhal stressed that in his party's 
opinion this initiative will have very grave consequences for the Portuguese economy. 


VATICAN COMMENTS ON REAGAN-GORBACHEV SUMMIT 





AU211923 Rome ANSA in English 1921 GMT 21 Nov 85 


[Text] (ANSA) Vatican City, November 21 -- The conclusion of summit talks in Geneva 
between U. S. President Ronald Reagan and Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev was reported 
in detail today by the Vatican Radio along with the comment that: "The most 
encouraging point in the joint communique” was that the dialogue opened between the 
superpowers will continue. 
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TH SUMMIT OUTCOME 


Domestic Service in Finnish 1/700 OMT 21 Nov 58>) 


nister Paavo Vayrynen thinks that by agreeing 


> 
»* 


as 


il level, the leaders of the superpowers hav: 


icant improvement of not only their bilateral! re! 
itmosphere. In a statement issued in connectio! 


\! 


‘ayrynen expressed his satisfaction with the meeting betwe« 
Vayrynen, special optimism is aroused by tlh 
greed to speed up the talks on arms control. 
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BRIEFS 


NUCLEAR RESEARCH COOPERATION -=+ Robcon Oy of Helsinki is the first Finnish company to 
Start commercial cooperation with the European Organization for Nuclear Research, CERN. 
Robcon will deliver a highly modern microcomputer to CERN for measurement in particle 
research. The Robcon computer can make up to 8 million calculations per second. The 
price of one computer system is 50,000 markkas and according to estimates, the total 
value of the equipment delivered will be 15 million markkas by the end of 1987. 
{Excerpts} [Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnish 1300 GMT 7 Now 85 LD] 


SWEDES 


COVERNMENT EXPRESSES ‘DELIGHT* AT SUMMIT RESULTS 





LD221127 Stockholm International Service in Swedish 1000 GMT 22 Now 85 


[Text] The Swedish Government expresses its delight that the Ceneva summmit between 
U.S. President Ronald Reagan and Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev seems to have resulted 
in, as it is expressed, a certain rapprochement between the two superpowers. In a 
Statement, the government says that Sweden also welcomes the decision by the two states- 
men to meet again in Washington and Moscow in order to continue the dialogue at the 
highest level. 


President Reagan reported on Thursday evening local time to the Congress in Washington 
on his meeting with Gorbachev. In his speech, which was broadcast live on U.S. tele- 
vision, Reagan said that the meeting was constructive and that some progress was made 
coucerning arms control. The two sides agreed on a 50-percent reduction in strategic 
nuclear weapons. Ina joint statement the two leaders also proposed a treaty on mediun- 
range missiles and discussions on chemical weapons. As expected, no agreement was made 
concerning Reagan's space-based defense system, SDI. 


STOCKHOLM STATION VOICES ‘DISAPPOINTMENT’ AT SUMMIT 





LD211336 Stockholm Domestic Service in Swedish 1130 GMT 21 Nov 85 


[Station commentary ] 


[Excerpts] The summit meeting between American President Ronald Reagan, and the Soviet 
Party leader Mikhail Gorbachev ended this morning with a joint appearance by the two 
leaders. The final document presented was generally described as very much watered 
down, deep differences of opinions remain in all of the most important points. 


Both Reagan and Gorbachev looked much more serious when they appeared together a few 
minutes after 1000 in order to attend the signing of the joint communique worked out 
during the night. They looked more serious than during all the meetings held during the 
past 2 days here in Geneva. When we read the document, which is the result of the 
summit meeting, at least from the result that we are to know, we can understand why the 
two leaders looked serious. The joint document is very much watered down and is also 
introduced with the words “serious differences remain on a number of critical areas”. 
Then a number of points are listed on which the two sides agree. These agreements deal 
mostly with the improvement of relations between the two countries. 


The last meeting between Reagan and Gorbachev took place in front of the world press and 
was considerably more serious than their earlier appearances in front of the television 


cameras. 


The result so far revealed about the summit meeting between the world's two most power- 
ful men is a disappointment. The serious differences seem to remain, but perhaps 


nothing else could be expected. 








THATCHER, LIBERAL LEADER STEELE COMMENT ON SUMMIT 





Thatcher Sees It as Encouraging 
LD211414 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1314 CMT 21 Now 85 
[By political staff reporter David Healv] 


[Excerpt] Mrs Thatcher watched the closing ceremony of the Geneva summit on televisi 
today before chairing a meeting of the full cabinet at Downing Street. Her first im- 
pression was that the summit had been “clearly encouraging” and that the U.S. and Soviet 
leaders obviously got on well -- just as she did with Mr Gorbachev. She believes the 
summit has given a fresh momentum to the arms control negotiations in Geneva, a view 
cautiously stated bv shadow defence secretary Mr Denzil Davies. 





Thatcher on Summit ‘Achievements’ 
LD212119 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in Enclish 2049 GMT 21 Nov 85 
[By political staff reporters David Healy and Chris Moncrieff] 


[Text] Mrs Thatcher tonight said the Geneva summit had been a success -- for President 
Reagan, Mr Gorbachev, the whole Western alliance and ordinary people throughout the 
world. She was speaking at Downing Street on her return from Brussels and a brief i 

on the summit for NATO leaders by President Reagan. After her three-hourvisit to NATO 
headquarters where the briefing was held the prime minister said her impression was that 
“the meeting was very cordial and very constructive and gave rise to a basis of conti- 
dence and hope for the future.” 


And she said: “Although no details were negotiated it is expetted that that meeting 
will result in a strong impetus to the arms control negotiations.” She said that these 
would now include chemical warfare and the mutually balanced force reductions talks go- 
ing on in Vienna. Mrs Thatcher said that “star wars” was not, of course, resolved, 

The two nations discussed it verv, very thoroughly indeed, each rehearsing their own 
arguments and talking them through with the other.” She said that the only thing which 
emerged on “star wars” and nuclear arms control was on intermediate nuclear forces on 
which an interim statement is expected. A third achievement said Mrs Thatcher was 

"that it is quite clear the existing treaties will in fact be honoured, in particular 
the anti-ballistic missile treaty and SALT 2”. 


Regional issues were mainly covered by the U.S. Secretary of State Mr George Shultz and 
his Soviet counterpart. This, along with other hopes for progress and cooperation be- 
tween the two countries meant that some hopes for the summit had been exceeded, “There- 
fore, I do think it has been a success from President Reagan's viewpoint, for Mr 
Gorbachev's viewpoint, the viewpoint of the whole Western alliance and from the view- 
point of ordinary people who will be very grateful indeed that the meeting has taken 
place and that it will be the prelude to two other meetings.” 


Mrs Thatcher said: "Whatever the differences, they are being discussed and there is 
greater hope for peace and stability than before the meeting took place. [Everyone at 
the NATO meeting was both very complimentary to President Reagan and very supportive otf 
him, very supportive indeed, They were greateful to him for his efforts, the amount of 
work he personally did, and the amount of direct negotiation that hedid withMr Gorbachev." 
Gorbachev." 


Mrs Thatcher said she was not surprised that the two men got on so well together. "I 
thought they would because I have had discussions with Gorbachev and he discusses and 
debates very freely and very easily. I knew President Reagan was working extremely hard 
and that he is totally sincere in that the U.S. would never have a first strike or start 
a war -- that has alwavs been difficult to get across,” 
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She said: "The chemistry was right -- or the alchemy -- whichever you like to call it, 
and they did get on very well." Asked about star wars she said: “There is clearly a 
gap. We are very much aware of it. The United States will continue with research. I 
believe thev are absolutely right so to do." Mrs Thatcher said: “It would be very 
strange if one did not attempt to find a defence to the world’s most dangerous weapon. 
There is no question of the United States dropping the Strategic Defence Initiative nor 
do I believe that the Soviet Union will drop theirs.” 


The prime minister was asked whether an agreement was likely to be reached quickiy on 

chemical weapons. She replied: “I would not like to give you heightened expectations 
of particular agreements.” She said: "Getting down to the nitty-gritty of these com- 
plex nuclear arms negotiations is very difficult and on chemical weapons there has been 


a verification problem which we have not yet solved. 


Mrs Thatcher said she had no plans to go to Moscow but that the Soviet Foreign Minister 
Eduard Shevardnadze had accepted an invitation to come to Britain. 


Steele Welcomes Outcome 
LD211514 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1432 GMT 21 Now 85 


[Text] Liberal leader Mr David Steele welcomed the outcome of the summit and said it 
should create a new atmosphere for the arms negotiations. He said: “It is mv hope that 
the summit will mark the end of mutual antagonism between the super powers. That would 
be an important gain because as long as antagonism exists we cannot expect the arms 
negotiators to reach agreement. 


"It now seems that they will be operating with a common objective to secure a reduction 
in the balance of terror. 


"It is essential that both sides now accept the need to make concessions, which means 
deep cuts in the programmes they already have and in deployment. I would hope to sce 
a reduction in the deployment of cruise and pershing missiles in Europe and their 
Soviet equivalents, “r Steele hoped President Reagan would now stamp his authority on 
the direction his administration takes and overcome “the divisions” within it. 


BP CONSIDERS EXPLORATION IN FAUKLANDS 





LD151126 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1344 GMT 14 Nov 85 


[Text] British Petroleum [BP] has confirmed it is considering starting oil exploration 
in Argentina, and in the sea between the mainland and the Falkland Islands. The oil 
giant said it will attend a meeting next month in Buenos Aires with the Argentine state 
oil company, Yacimientos Petroliferos Fiscales [YPF] to discuss potential exploration 
there. It is understood that several other British oil companies have also looked close- 
ly at seismic surveys of Argentina and its potentially oil-rich off-shore regions. 


BP said it was studying the opportunities being offered as “part of our programme for 
potential exploration opportunities anywhere in the world.” It would decide whether to 
invest in Argentina only if investments were “lawful” and “potitically acceptable." 


A BP spokesman added: “We have at present no plans to seek active involvement in 
Argentina. We would always be interested in a lawful economic opportunity anywhere in 
the world. 


"In making our commercial decisions, we do, of course, have regard to political consi- 
derations.” YPF is planning to meet overseas oil companies in the Argentine capital on 


December 10 and 13. 
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This will add another 35 Rapier missiles t the 45 already procured tor the Turkish 

Armed Forces under the terms of an agreement izned in 1983. This developmeut shows that 
the talks which have been going on tor the past vears on the joint manuiacture of 
Rapiers bw Turkey and Britian have been unsuccesstul. It has been reported that the 
financing required to produce the rockets in Turkey could not be secured, and that a 
decision has been made to order more of them. British Ambassador .o Ankara Sir Mark 
Russell confirmed that the difficulty lav in financing. The British envoy denied reports 
that the Thatcher government had refused to provide guarantves tor British tirms wishing 
to export their goods to Turkey. 


The first shipment of 35 Rapier missiles ordered in 1983 cost 150 million pounds and an 
agreement was siened. The gradual delivery of these missiles to Turkey has begun and 
the entire second consigntent will be shipped to the Turkish Armed Forces by the end of 
1986. 


The same sources sav that the second group of Rapier missiles has nothing to do with 
those which the United States wil! ourchase from Britian and deplov at NATO bases in 
Turkey. Thev add that this second order is solely the result of an agreement between the 
Turkish Armed Forces and British Aerospace. The United States is reportedly planning to 
install 25 Rapier missiles at its airfields and bases in Turkey to strengthen NATO's 
defenses. It has also been reported that the Turkish air defense system will have a 
toal of between 95 and 100 strong-points equipped with radar. 
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